The . JFK ASSASSIilATiOi[ AHD 10X5 'XUVIiSTIGATIONS AND Tiki 1-QiDIA AiiD ITS tfAlLURliJS 
Of all the many media failures during my now long lifetime I recall none as 

serious as it^abandimiont of traditional concept x and practises when President 

i 'il 

John P. Kennedy was assassinated and thereafter, first firing the supposed official 

investktion of it and then with regard to the critical 1/if^rature Jar out both. 

This failure is perpetuated by the Post 1 s use of the Jefferson Morley article 

to commemorate that assassination in its November 24, 1993 Outlook section. In it 

Morley displays a determined ignorance of the established official fact of the 

assassination and the eliildish concept that what he refers to^^consen^ n is a 

more than acceptable substitute for the established official fact. 

More^knwoing noticing abput the officially established fact and for several 

years fiercely determined not to have the siightest inkling of it $tate^ citing 

no.jsource or authority, that "the overwhelming evidence of Lee Harvey Oswald 1 s sole 

guilt for the assassination" is something that those he refers to as "conspiracy 

theorists" are "intellectually incapable of accepting." 

Hot onl$N^he officially-misrepresented official evidence to the contrary t 

three members of the Commission refused to accept its basic assumption, which was 

not and could no& bo a fact, that single-bullet "thebry" of Arlen Specter& 3 . 

The Commissi on*s own evidence is that the best shots in the country could 

nfrt duplicate the shooting attributed to the Suffer Oswald, the man who waited 

by the Ajarinos as a "rather poor 'shot. 1 " 1‘h^jjs did not re quir ^diligent searching 

of the Commission ' s published evidence becausoil published it citing the Commission* 

i 

publication of it, in the first book on the Commission and the assassination, my 

\ • & q 

\Miitowash;The Report on the V/arren Report. It was completod in mt>d-| ebrary, 1965. 
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The Post had a copy of the manuscript for two months and it got an advance jopy of 

the book vrhen it was published. 
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(l enclosed pages referring to those tests for the Commission in my 1995 
J®&31 AGA31I!. that to Ilorley and the Post has not<0 existed for the more than a 
year since it vras published,) 

Senator ^Lcliard Russell, the most conservative member of the Commission, and 
-Senator John Sherman u ooper, a moderate Republican member, bother adamantly 
refused to agree with this basj ( s of the lone-assassin Report, tliat single-bullet 

hw AtJ Tt? uyf Jr, 
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Senator Russell forced an executive session to consider his disagreements 
willy the Report then in page proof. The Commission was to&/have had all those 
sessions taken do^n for the record for history but it wa s careful not to have the 
court reporter thoro wMlc pretending to Russell and Cooper that a stenographer 

T 

was taking it all down as agreed to in advance. I had a relationship with Russell 

y 

frCm the time I could proofrhat Ms and hooper's trust had been imposed upom and 
the recor^ they believed they were making for MsjJory was memory-holed. In its 
stead was an onviously phony pretonde of a -Stenographic transcript that was kept 
from the Commission members but 1 oblained at the Archives and published in facsi- 
mile in 1374 in "Mteuash IV (pages 131-2). 

That executive session was @>n September 18, 1994. The Commission's own records 
of its court reporting services established that it had no court reporter that day. 
(Appropriate from the C commission '3 F0^2 file enclosed) 

Senator Russell asked me to got fron the ^.-cMvist a statement that the phony 
“transcript" i s the only ono in the Commissions recox*ds, His letter to me stating 
this ±<b enclosed. 


tiven wliat Senator Russell prepared to say at that executive session did not 
exist in the ‘-ommission^s files in 1966-8 when I examined them. However, his 
file carbon co])y of those remarks is in Ms ^ircMve at the University of Georgia 
at Athens^ I enclose the fix’st page of those five pages, all of wiiich I have,) 

Spoliator Russell assigned the reading of my then four books to Ms legisla- 
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favora ble f , 

tivo assistant Cliarles E # Campbell* Campbeli 7 ^ report on them citoathe non-exbstenco 

' fujjkl. 

of the tronacripfc tliat was required to exist. Jt also establiuhesfljtb Commission's 
o\m members, at least two of thom/retsrCfcs first critics, bhese/hl of whom aro to 
mor^siy "paranoid" at besti 

"One of Ida {iny) strongest points of departure with the Commission is 
the number ox sKots fired and on wliici^ shots hit Connally and/or itannisj^cs the 
President. lie completely agrees with your thesis that no one shot hit both the 
President and the Governor. "pione of the subsequent fabrications, like those of 
G grald Posner in liis mistitled Case c loscd, can or does get around this total 



refutation of the ^oneQasassin preconception. It was not oven a theory. - 

. % Ml 

v 1'liat there was a do facto government conspiracy on the highest level ] 

is documented at the vevij beginning of^my can liave copies of 

those documents if you’d 3±ete liko^^before any investigation was possible there 
was the official decision, first formulated inside the government by tl]o then dep- 
uty Attorney Genral Nicholas ^atsenl^.ch^nnd J. Edgar hooverc^^d^^reed to%s 
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soon as he could bo readied after Oswald was killed- wliieh meant bhere would be 

no trial^y-b , .1 ^nflnn ^nhncinn,-)- 

Of the consierable amount of proof that Russell and Cooper abs&Zli/toly refused 
1 0 agree witn tliat indispensible preconception if there was to be a lone— assassin 
(Report X enclose a page from an oral history prepared tr t.ll-t Russell arheive by 
Senator Cooper. His and Russell's determination not to agree with tliat, wliieh 
both preserved Po tjieir graves, is quite pointed, "I'll# never sign that report... 
if tliis Commission says categrogixally that the second shot pqssed tl trough both 
of them." 

"he lang^Wp they were led to ^believe incorporated their doubts did not. 

I ' fc is a rephrasing of the Report's language on that single-bullet fiction.V/hen 
1 put that informatioiijln Russell's liands hejindod liis long friendship with LBJ. 

I £ 

The actuality iayovorwlielming a3 HoPley's rejatition of the official myth 
is not. There is no evidence actually incriminating of °swald and only ignorance 
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of tho 16 ng available officii dvidenco itself imilcos such foolish beliefs as his 
possible. The Commission nojbnly could not and did not placo fevrald at tho scene 
oi the crime in time to do tho alleged shooting, it3 actual evidenc ^proves the 
impossibility of that. 

Tho real questions are not of fact. Nor arc they as I-Ior [ey'^s childish 
concept lias it, of government secrecy. Jd ±ijof the lack of government honesty 
with tliat part of the official evidencejit could not withheld at the outset, when 
1 first began the long study on wliich draw from tki.3 writing. 

It is cW.jf3u.ah, no better, for Harley to be hOng up on what he refers ..rep" 
eatodly to as ' w ^nsnntr^ Pact is not established by Opinion- and the opinion on 
w.!.LCn he draws is notoriously uninformed and prejudiced, ^fis establishec^iy 
fact. There is no sfkbtftutd^yfor fact when fact exists. As those who, I*fc^Ly- 
lilce, insisted H?j± t he \f 3 Z 3 . s was flat until °olumbus made tliat belief unetenable. 
It is only by determined preservation of subject-matter ignorance that Morley can 
believe and say such pchildish tilings. 

There is no substitute for fact! Not if truth is the objective! 

There is also fiction ih Ids article 7 . The book of the La fSntaines is fiction 

\lhqy their article for wjpich he was responsible was published by Outlook two 
^ears ago I sent it a ^rushed and lengthy criticism of it raid of the untru^s in 
it. ilorley asked if he could sent that to the La Fontaines. I not only agreed, 

I said I would respon^in writing to anything t*:ey might say^Wlien if obtained and 
^Infc Outlook a diagram of the %llas jail which proved tlie absolute impossibi- 
lity 01 what was basic in that lengthy ^aFontaine fiction, he sent tliat also to 
tho ^a Fontaines. I never hoard a word from Either one of them. They altered their 
book to eliminate the impossibility, making up what they believed might not be 
impoosibe-without wliich thoy have no book. 

Their heo\yfi of wijich Iiorely has so high an opinion, is not afjout the 
assassination, depito his and tlieir boastigs of it. ft assumes Oswald’s lone 

rather is about another fiction, that he 


was a Dallas police snotch on a gun(V"unni)ig deal. Tlrnt deal supposedly nf6volvecl 
IpFack \xhy as tlxe paymaster. There was no snitch on it, despite the LaFontoines and 
Hor^Ly. The car carrying the grand total of five weapons- for vj^^^aile go dly a 
conspiracy of f iv^iaen s sedly including Oswald and &uby, was wrecked 
when the^Taen in if wre caught seeding by the police. They wrecked the car in 
the chase \M$Al 

While (^eci^jing v/iacli of the many books supposedly on the JFK assassination 
is the most inaccurate is not an easy chore, the subject-matter ignorance^f the 
LaFontaines puts them close to the top if not at the pinnacle. 

They have already begun to change wliqtt the^ made up out of nothing of 

ry 

real substance mid a more than adequate amout of misrepresentation. On the 0$rah 
Winfrey S^ow aired on the* day of the anniversary Mary ^aFontaine said u swald was 
an FBI, not a Dallas police informer. The actual evidence is that he was 


Wit h the (biTicial evidence what it is, and it is only barely indicated above, 


with that official evidence long available, the call for a "co/^ensus" on "Lee 

A 


Hervcy Oswalctysole g^ult" is call not unliejP wliat the german press found 
convenient onct^^^icint rt/Sier tlian doing its job in the ^arly 1930s. 

If a ffee society is to stay free, its press must report trutiifully, accura- 
tely and fully to the people so that representative socepty can function as 
intended, in our case by cuV 1 founding fathers-those who to me^ are tj|,e gfeatest 
political tldnkers or all time. 

While he has seen to it that he wo'ftLd not be aware of it, Mor ley’s call for 

isV'cdn 


what ho refers to as\ "consensus" is actually a call to porpp^/Qte the ample 
reason the people have for /*£>t trusting their goverbment. it is a col^/to perpetuate 

. r 

the false epitaph witli widcj^ JFK was interred, that dis. ( J<pnest no)^/-^nve 3 tigation 


0 f ip^ (/vt^rvX • 


There will be no smet#- smolcing gun in the disclosed and to-be-dislcosed 


records because the decision not to investiato the crime itself means there 
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is no jjucli evidence in official files* But there it nothing wrong with the existing 
and available official ovxdencejktlier tlian tliat the big tliinlcors and opinion lookers 
foudd it easier and less uncomfortable to live with their preconceptions by seeing 
to it that they would not ex •nine the readily-available evidence* 

It is the misrepresentation o|j the exculpatory evidence that could not be 
entirely ignored tha^ mbs makes possible such uninformed think-pieces as Iiore^y's* 
ite seems not to be aware of it but he would perpetuate the situation he says Ms 

<'K/ W/ 

childish "consensus" would eliminate , my distrust ofVovornment . ^ 

Conspiracy is a matter of fact, not of theory. 0 A 

With the crime beyond the capability of any o$5 man there vias without any 
question at all a conspiracy. This is beyond reasonable question in the pufelicly- 
availabke official evidence* ^Jio conspired is not* known but that there was a 
Conspiracy is a matter of official fact* 

jlliere does not appear to be much likelihood tliat who conspired wj.llfj^ 
over be known. But absent that, there is nothing that could do more to 

justify papular trust in the govornmont-and in the media, too- than honest 


admission of error a: 


■nj ex; 


pression of regret for it. 


